) and the species was rare in the northern portions of its range by 1900 (Hillman and Sharps 1978 (Carlington 1980 (Carlington 1980 , Reynolds 1983 , Schroeder 1985 . In 1983, the first releases of captive-bred foxes were attempted in Alberta (Reynolds 1983) (Brechtel et al. 1993 , Carbyn et al. 1994 (Cotterill 1997) . Moreover, census results combined with ongoing live-captures for the 3.5 year-long research study (Moehrenschlager 2000) , showed that 88% of individuals trapped from 1995 -1998 were bom in the wild in Canada. Hence, the Canadian swift fox population no longer relied on the reintroduced founder stock. In 1999, the Alberta / Saskatchewan border population assessment (Moehrenschlager and Moehrenschlager 1999) showed that this subpopulation was stable or increasing in size.
1.4 Census Objectives (2000 Objectives ( -2001 The primary goal of the National Recovery Plan for the Swift Fox is to restore populations to self-sustaining levels in the Canadian prairies by the year 2000 (Brechtel et al. 1996) Team in 1996 based on habitat criteria and background information (Cotterill 1997 Body weights were similar between this and the previous census for adults (1996) (1997) (Table 3) .
The difference in captures between years and between areas was not due to a difference in swift fox trapability. Recapture rates, which are an indicator of trapability (Moehrenschlager and Moehrenschlager 1999) , were similar for each of the study areas between years (Table 3 ).
The 1996-1997 trapability correction factor based on the home ranges and catchability of radio-tracked swift foxes (Moehrenschlager 2000) , was applied when estimating the swift fox population (Cotterill 1997) . This is reasonable due to the similarity in recapture likelihoods for the Canadian areas over time ( (Brechtel et al. 1993 , Mamo 1994 , Cotterill 1997 , Moehrenschlager and Moehrenschlager 1999 , Moehrenschlager 2000 (Franklin 1980, Reed and Bryant 2000) . However, this number has also been debated extensively. While Franklin and Frankham (1998) believe an effective population size of 500-1000 is generally appropriate. Lynch and Lande (1998) maintain that 1000-5000 individuals should be considered a minimum.
To ensure the protection and growth of the swift fox population, the authors believe that the following actions should be taken:
I.
Continue to monitor the population to assess future growth or declines in abundance and distribution. 
